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Henry and Rudolf; his decision was to be given at a council
in Germany, and though he had abandoned the idea of going
to Germany himself, his legates were to preside in his place.
Again and again he repeated that his decision would be
given in favour of the king who was proved to be a righteous
man, that is to say obedient, and obedient to the Pope.
For the council was to provide the test;   whichever of the
kings hindered the coming of the legates or the holding of
the council would be declared unrighteous and therefore unfit
to rule.    At the three synods held at Rome in the years
1078-0, at each of which the representatives of Henry and
Rudolf pressed their claims, he gave them this same reply.
But he was deluding himself with vain hopes.   Neither
side \vas in a position to defy the Pope, but neither was
prepared to abide by the papal judgment unless it was in his
favour.    Henry had everything to lose by the holding of a
council.    Rudolf, on the other hand, might justly expect a
favourable decision, especially since two papal legates had
been present at Forehhcim and had confirmed his election;
while one of them, the cardinal deacon Bernard, in the follow-
ing November at (Joslur had joined with Siegfried of Mayenee
in publishing Henry's excommunication.   Gregory repudi-
ated the action of his legates, which had been taken without
his authority, and insisted on his own impartiality.   But he
could not really be impartial with the I:-! -•-•l.Jj-j he had of
the mind of Henry;   he had full confidence in Rudolf's
repeated promises of obedience, and this begins to appear in
the tone of his letters to Rudolf in 1070.   When he wrote
to encourage him to persist in the way that he had begun
and to rely on papal support, it was evident that his mind
was already made tip,
Hi* final	it was, therefore, not -uri-i-i-In;: that at the Lenten synod
Agwimt" of KKSO hc at Ia5it &avc his dcoision in favour of Rudolf, and
Henry in that he adduced as the reason that Henry by impeding the
1080	holding of the council had been proved disobedient* He gave
no evidence in support of this assertion. Henry, it would
seem, was 1- -.;!'»•--il to turn from appeals to threats, and
attempting to force a decision in his favour. The Pope did
not mention this; he apparently based his decision on his
view of Henry's character derived from the past. His sen-
tence in its finality is even more solemn than was that of

